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THE ARTERIES IN INFLAMMATION.
To the Ectitor of THE LANCET.
SIR,&mdash;In the last number of the Medico-
Chirurgical Review there is a notice of Pro-
fessor Alison’s paper on the vital properties
of arteries, &c. I was glad to find, on a first
perusal, evidence, as I thought, that that
journal had changed: its opinion regarding
the state of the vessels in an inflamed part,
and of those leading to the part. On re-
reading the article, however, I was surprised
to find that there was no change in opinion,
but that the doctrine advocated by the Pro-
fessor had always been considered txjr that
journal as the true doctrine. In my own
mind, from what I had gleaned from the
pages of the Medico Chirurgicad Review, I
had settled that it was opposed to the doc-
trine of debility of the vessels in inflamed
parts; and I was sorry for it, because from
its high repute and great circulation it be-
came a powerful means of extending an
error which has occasioned immeasurable
mischief. Afraid that I had all along la-
boured under a misconception of the senti-
ments of the journal, I have referred to for-
mer expressions of these sentiments, and
will briefly transcribe from its pages some
of the remarks on which rested my opinion
of its creed.
At page 498 (Med. Chir. Review) you will
find the following passage:&mdash;"Every one
knew that vessels leading to inflamed parts
were dilated; and it is nearly half a cen-
tury ago that numerous experiments were
made in Edinburgh (Lubbock, Allan, Wil-
son), to prove that the capillaries were
weakened and dilated in inflammation, and
consequently that the circulation was actu-
ally slower in inflamed than in sound parts.
We have always considered this as the true
doctrine of inflammation, and we are glad to
see so able an advocate of the same in the
person of Professor Alison."
Compare with the above the following,
which you will find at page 411, Med. Chir.
Review, October 1832 : -" The prevailing
opinion at present appears to be that the
capillary vessels are weakened and dilated,
because by reason of that weakness, they are
unable to resist the ordinary force of the
heart and large vessels. This has always
appeared to us a fallacious theory, although
we are willing to allow that it is a specious
one."
Of course the journal could not but admit
of a dilated state of the vessels, but I am not
aware that it ever until now admitted, that
the vessels in acute inflammation were in a
weakened or debilitated condition; on the
contrary, it has laboured to upset the doc-
trine. " The treatment, then, of inflamma-
tion," the reviewer says, " should teach us
omething of its nature. It tells us this,
that inflammation is not always the same,
that acute inflammation is remedied by what
empties and relaxes the large vessels andthe small, that certain forms of chronic in-
flammation are besttreated by what astringes
and gives tone to them. Who does not
know that phlegmonous inflam mation is best
treated by depletion, local or general, or
both ; and by the application of warmth and
moisture, agents especially calculated to
relax ? We think this instance sufficient to
! upset the doctrine which makes inflamma-( tion consist in debility of vessels."&mdash;Med.Chir. Rev., October 1832, p. 414.
Is there not a. change of opinion also as
respects the velocity of the circulation inthe inflamed part ? We now learn from thejournal that it has always considered this as
the true doctrine of inflammation, viz.,
weakened and dilated capillaries, conse-
quently circulation actually slower in in.
named than in sound parts. Witness how
the reviewer expresses himself in October
1832, p. 412. "An inflamed part, if for-
merly white, becomes more or less red, and,
if previously red, it is rendered redder. This
arises, of course, from the greater quantity
of blood which is in it. But we must not
stop here, venous blood and arterial differ in
colour, and, for precisely the same reason,
blood circulating slowly is less florid than
blood circulating rapidly. In phlegmonous
inflammation the colour is vivid, not only
because there is much arterial blood in the
part, but also because that arterial blood is
frequently renewed ; in other words, because
it is cii-etilated with rapidity." I remain,
Sir, authenticating my communication pri-
vately, your obedient servant, O. B.
Oct. 7th, 183
EASTERN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION.
7’o the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,&mdash;May I request that you will do me
the favour to insert in your next LANCET a
correction of an erroneous reference to my-
self in the report of the " Formation of an
Eastern Provincial Medical Association"
(condensed from the Bury Herald). In Mr.
Bedingfield’s speech I am called Dr. Rum-
sey, and am said to be president of the
Bucks Medical Association. I disclaim,
however, both these honours, being only a
general practitioner, and holding no office
in the Bucks Medical Association, of which,
nevertheless, I am a member and a sincere
well-wisher.
The mistake doubtless arose from my
having mentioned to Mr. Bedingfield that I
am secretary to a committee appointed by
the Provincial Medical and Surgical Asso-
ciation, held at Oxford in July last, for in-
quiry into the present state of parochial
medical attendance, &c. &c. In this capa-
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city I shall be happy to receive all the in-
formation which my medical brethren in the
country can afford me; and I take this op-
portunity of gladly thanking you for the
zeal with which you have, both in your edi-
torial and parliamentary capacity, advocated
the cause of the country practitioners, in
their opposition to the disgraceful proceed-
ings of the Poor-Law Commissioners. I
have the honour to be, Sir, your obedient
servant,
H. W. RUMSEY.
Chesham, Bucks, Oct. 5, 1835.
REFUSAL TO OPEN A BODY AT AN INQUEST,
WITHOUT REMUNERATION. &mdash; VERDICT
WITHOUT EVIDENCE.
To the Editor of THE LANCET. !
SIR,&mdash;I beg to transmit to you some par-
ticulars of a coroner’s inquest which lately ’
took place in this neighbourhood, and to
which I was summoned as the medical wit-
ness. I do so for the purpose of enabling
you to decide whether my conduct was legal
or not in refusing to open the body without
possession of a written order from the coro-
ner. If I had opened the body without such
order, could I have successfully supported a
demand for remuneration in a court of law ;
and against whom ? You would greatly
oblige me by answering these questions, as
I have to make my appearance at the Old
Bailey on the trial of the husband of the de-
ceased. The subject of remuneration to
medical men at inquests, being now of pecu-
liar interest to the profession, you are at
liberty to insert the following in the next
number of your valuable Journal.
A woman named Sarah Goodlad came to
the Western General Dispensary on the llth
ult. with an injury which she said she had
received from falling on a pail. I examined
her side (the part affected), and believed
there was a fracture of one or two ribs. I
treated her accordingly. Inflammation of
the lungs came on in two or three days after-
wards, and in spite of the most active treat-
ment she died on the 19th ult. An inquest
was held on the body, as it had been re-
ported that her husband had beaten her
(indeed she stated to a neighbour that her
husband had been the cause of the injury).
This came out in evidence before the jury,
and it was stated that he had thrown a loaf
of bread at her. It seemed to me from this
that there was sufficient evidence of injury
inflicted by the husband to account for the
fracture, but most of the jury did not think
so. They had heard evidence respecting
some slight accident which happened about
a month before I saw her, and it would seem
from their verdict, that they partly believed
the previous injury to have been the cause
of the fracture. Three of the jurymen,
however, were not quite convinced on this
point, and I was asked if a post-mortem
examination would make the matter any
clearer. I said most undoubtedly it would.
The coroner (Mr. Stirling) therefore asked
me to open the body, which I told him I
would immediately do if he would give me
a written order by means of which I should
obtain remuneration for the trouble. This he
refnsed to do, saying that he never had done
such a thing. His clerk (who really was
the chief man on this occasion) then told
the jury that there would be no difficulty
about the matter, though I had refused
I to open the body, for lie would write to a
vestryman of the parish who would send one
of the house-surgeons from the parish infir-
marv to do it.
The inquest was accordingly adjourned
to the next day at three o’clock, when the
jury met, and waited for some time for the
evidence of the medical man who was to
have opened the body ; but it appeared on
inquiry that the body had not even then
been opened; neither did either of the in-
firmary medical officers attend the inquest.
The patience of the jury being now exhaust-
ed, they made up their mind:; to deliver the
following singular verdict, the body not hav-
ing been opened: " Died of inflammation of
the lungs, brought on by fractured ribs, but
by what nzeans the fracture was occasioned
there is not sufficient evidence to prove !"
’ Now, Sir, if the public will allow verdicts
to be passed in such a manner as this, they
deserve to suffer from the consequences. It
certainly was not a just request to require a
professional man, whose time and knowledge
were his property, and whose reputation as a
witness was at stake, to make a post-mortem
examination, without the least remuneration,
and perhaps with insult. My motive for
refusing on this occasion to open the body,
arose chiefly fr om the feeling, that by com-
plying with the direction of the coroner, I
should be doing injury to the profession
through an injury done to myself. Besides,
I object to be even a partial means of conti-
nuing the present unjust system. u’hether
I acted according to law I beg to be inform-
ed, and remain, Sir, your most obedient,
WILLIAM RoBixs, House Surg.
Western General Dispensary, New Road,
October 1, 1835.
The only question of Mr. Robins to
which we need reply may be thus ?nswer-
ed: -He was not liable to the institution of
any proceeding at law, or the infliction of
any penalty, for refusing to open the body
without remuneration.&mdash;ED. L.
O INS
